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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is in response to request for reconsideration filed on May 10, 2004. 
Original application contained Claims 1-7. Applicant has not amended any Claim. No 
Claims were canceled. New Claim 8 was added. Therefore, presently pending claims 
are 1 - 8. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed on May 10, 2004, have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive for the following reasons: 

Regarding Claims 4 and 7, applicant argued that the cited prior art (CPA) 
[Siedentop et al. U.S. Patent Number 6,329,909] does not teach, "changing the 
frequency". This argument is not found persuasive. Siedentop discloses a system to 
provide a code signal generator for triggering a security unit in which the signal is 
transmitted to the radio key and the signal is transmitted or received as an altered 
(changed) with a carrier frequency (Column 4 lines 2-10 and Column 8 lines 49 - 65). 
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Regarding currently added new Claim 8; applicant argued that CPA does not 
teach about carrier frequency hopping or other modifications of a carrier frequency. This 
argument is not found persuasive in view of new prior art Windyka (U.S. Patent Number 
5,592,179). Windyka teaches an antenna for use with a frequency-hopping signal for 
transducing electromagnetic signals between space and a corresponding RF port of the 
antenna (Column 2 lines 19-61 and Column 6 lines 52 - 65). The new Prior can be 
logically combined with the previous prior art rejection of Siedentop to achieve a 
security device, which can transmit and receive coded information for modulating a 
spectrum of different carrier frequencies. 

Applicant clearly has failed to explicitly identify specific claim limitations, which 
would define a patentable distinction over prior arts. Therefore, the examiner 
respectfully asserts that CPA does teach or suggest the subject matter broadly recited 
in independent claim 1 . Dependent claims 2 - 8 are also rejected at least by virtue of 
their dependency on independent claims and by other reason set forth in the previous 
office action (Dated February 2004). Accordingly, rejections for claims 1 - 8 are 
respectfully maintained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office 
action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under 
section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the 
United States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such treaty in the English 
language. 

3, Claims 1 - 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Siedentop et al. (U.S. Patent 6,329,909). 



Regarding Claim 1 , Siedentop discloses: a device for actuating a security device, 
preferably for securing a motor vehicle against unauthorized use, comprising 

a control unit having means for transmitting a first coded electromagnetic 
signal (stimulus signal) (Column 2 lines 31 - 34), 

a portable transmitter (radio key), having means for receiving the stimulus 
signal and for transmitting a second coded electromagnetic signal (enable signal) 
(Columnl lines 63 - 67), and wherein the control unit is connected to the security 
device and actuates the latter if the enable signal is received and recognized (Column 3 
lines 23 - 31), wherein both the control unit and the radio key have means for altering 
carrier frequency of the coded electromagnetic signals and wherein they alter said 
frequency during signal transmission in a manner known only to the control unit and to 
the radio key (Column 4 lines 1 - 10). 
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Claim 2 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1. Furthermore, Siedentop 
discloses, wherein: the radio key has a narrowband transmitter, transmission frequency 
of which is controllable (Column 4 lines 2-4, Column 6 lines 22 - 24 and Column 1 0 
lines 36 - 42) and wherein the radio key alters its transmission frequency over intervals 
of time when transmitting signals (Column 1 0 lines 36 - 42 and lines 50 - 60). 

Claim 4 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1 . Furthermore, Siedentop 
discloses, wherein: manner in which the carrier frequency is to be changed is contained 
in the stimulus signal as coded information item for transmission to the radio key 
(Column 2 lines 12-16 and Column 8 lines 49 - 54). 

Claim 7 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1 . Furthermore, Siedentop 
discloses, wherein the signal transmission takes place over a spectrum of different 
carrier frequencies and wherein the enable signal contains a coded information item for 
modulating said spectrum (Column 4 lines 1 - 7 and Column 10 lines 36 - 59). 

Claim 3 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 2. Furthermore, Siedentop 
discloses, wherein: said control unit has a tunable narrowband receiver having the 
same frequency range as the transmitter in the radio key (Column 10 lines 50- 59). 

Claim 5 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 4. Furthermore, Siedentop 
discloses, wherein: the stimulus signal contains a random number and the carrier 
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frequencies are determined by applying a cryptoalgorithm to said stimulus signal and, in 
this context, particularly to the random number contained in the stimulus signal (Column 
7 lines 64 to Column 8 line 3). 

Claim 6 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 4. Furthermore, Siedentop 
discloses, wherein: selection of the carrier frequency at the receiver and transmitter 
ends is determined, using a coded information item in the stimulus signal, by means of 
a cryptographic method in the radio key and in the control unit independently of one 
another (Column 6 lines 17-31 and Column 10 lines 50 - 59). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Siedentop 
et al. (U.S. Patent 6,329,909 hereinafter "Siedentop") in view of Windyka (U.S. Patent 
Number 5,592,179 hereinafter "Windyka"). 
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Claim 8 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 7. Furthermore, Siedentop 
discloses, wherein the signal transmission takes place over a spectrum of different 
carrier frequencies and wherein the enable signal contains a coded information item for 
modulating said spectrum (Siedentop Column 4 lines 1 - 7 and Column 10 lines 36 - 
59). Siedentop does not explicitly disclose the transmission via different carrier 
frequencies constitutes frequency hopping. However, Windyka teaches an antenna for 
use with a frequency-hopping signal for transducing electromagnetic signals between 
space and a corresponding RF port of the antenna (Windyka Column 2 lines 19-61 
and Column 6 lines 52 - 65). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the teachings of Windyka with Siedentop for the transmission 
to take place over a spectrum of different carrier frequencies to constitute frequency 
hopping. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do so in order to 
achieve a security device, which can transmit and receive coded information for 
modulating a spectrum of different carrier frequencies. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1 .136(a). A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed 
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within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is 
not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then 
the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and 
any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date 
of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire 
later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231 or faxed to: (703) 
872-9306 for all formal communications. Hand-delivered responses should be brought 
to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington, VA, Fourth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Pramila Parthasarathy whose telephone number is 703- 
305-8912. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00a.m. To 5:00p.m. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on 703-305-9648. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 

Pramila Parthasarathy 



September 03, 2004 



P AYAZ SHEIKH 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 




